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in people's way by a man who denies war to such an extent that
he refuses to serve in the army and who at the same time votes
for military training?
Further you say that 'all its (the Government's) members
do not believe in non-violence,' and that sit is not possible to make
a person or a society non-violent by compulsion.9 But by abstaining
from voting for military training I compel no one to do anything,
just as by refraining from voting for training pickpockets I do no
violence to pickpockets.
You refer to the example of a harvest eaten by monkeys. But
by transferring the case from men to monkeys you obscure it. If your
harvest were attacked by men not beasts, would you not deem it
your duty to sacrifice the harvest rather than destroy the men?
You say that it would be madness for you to sever your con-
nection with the society to which you belong, and that as long
as you lived under a system of government based on force, and
voluntarily partook of the many facilities and privileges it created
for you, you were bound to help it to the extent of your ability
when it was engaged in war.
Firstly, by abstaining from approving those evil deeds which,
men are engaged in around me I not only do not 'sever my con-
nection with the society to which I belong*, but exactly the opposite*
I utilize this connection for the best possible way of serving this
society.
Secondly, if living as I live I am obliged to assist the State
in waging war, then I ought at all costs to cease to live as I live,,
even if I had in doing so to sacrifice my life, and in no wise to help
people in the slaughter of their brothers. Besides, it is quite possible
to make use of certain facilities afforded by the State, which could
be obtained without violence, and at the same time to abstain
from supporting the evil deeds of the State.
Perhaps the misunderstanding partly arises from your not
having sufficiently rigidly drawn the line between violence and
killing. There are cases when it is indeed difficult, without careful
consideration, to make clear whether definite violence is being
committed. But in the question of war there is no room for doubt
as to its being founded on the killing of man. In this we probably
agree.

